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Also, a bill (H. R. 10687) granting a pension to Arthur
Plumley; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10688) granting a pension to Mamie
Cartmell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10689) granting back pay to Auguste C.
Loiseau; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10690) for the relief of John H. Gatts;
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10691) for the relief of John B. Canter;
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10692) granting a pension to Clara L.
Dolman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10693) granting an increase of pension
to Olive J. Ebert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10684) for the relief of George L. Stone;
to the Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10695) for the relief of George Yusko;
to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10696) granting a pension to Robert
Melvin Palmer; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 10697) for the relief of
George Houston; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. LUDLOW: A bill (H. R. 10698) granting a pension
to Paftricia Swan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SOMERS of New York: A bill (H. R. 10699) for
the relief of W. D. Gann; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. STUBBS: A bill (H. R. 10700) granting a pension
to Mrs. William M. Weatherford; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 10701) granting an in-
crease of pension to Sarah A. Coonradt; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 10702) for the relief of
William H. Ames; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10703) for the relief of Henry E.
Lambert; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. TAYLOR of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 10704)
for the relief of Ellie Youngblood; to the Committee on
Claims. .

By Mr. WERNER: A bill (H. R. 10705) for the relief of
Emons Wolfer; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10706) granting an increase of pension
to Bazil Claymore (or Clement); fo the Commiftee on
Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions and papers were
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

9845, By Mr. BARRY: Petition of the National Guard As-
sociation of the State of New York, recommending that the
Congress enact legislation authorizing an allowance of $35
per month for quarters to each enlisted man of the United
States Army detailed to duty with the National Guard as
sergeant-instructor while on such duty; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

9846. By Mr, COLLINS: Petition signed by 46 patrons of
star route 75176 from Nipton, Calif., to Nelson, Nev., praying
for an extension of all existing star-route contracts, with an
increase in compensation thereon to an equal basis with
that for other forms of mail transportation; to the Commit-
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

9847. By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition from the Halean
Chamber of Commerce, New York City; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

9848. By Mr. DELANEY: Petition of the National Guard
Association of the State of New York, recommending that
legislation be enacted authorizing an allowance of $35 per
month for quarters to each enlisted man of the United States
Army detailed to duty with the National Guard as sergeant-
instructor while on such duty; that such payments and also
any payments heretofore made for rental of quarters for such
noncommissioned officers shall be considered as an allow-
ance to the individual; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

9849, Also, petition of the National Guard Association of
the State of New York, resolving the Naval Reserve law have
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incorporated in it provisions insuring for its Reserve a rea-
sonable voice in vital decisions affecting policy and adminis-
tration over the Reserves; a reasonable right of presentation
of Budget estimates on Naval Reserve needs to Budget offi-
cials without being subjected to curtailments by officials in
charge of other activities; and reasonable guaranties that
appropriations for the Naval Reserves, after enactment by
Congress, will not be subject to limitation of expenditures
in greater proportion than other aetivities; to the Committee
on Naval Affairs.

9850. By Mr. DUFFY of New York: Petition of the Societa
Riunite Dell, East Side, Rochester, N. Y., and other organi-
zations, protesting against proposed changes in the practice
of American neutrality during the continuance of the Italo-
Ethiopian conflict; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

9851. Also, petition of residents of Rochester, N. Y., re=-
questing passage of House bill 8739, providing for prohibi=-
tion in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

9852. Also, petition of residents of Rochester, N. Y., re-
questing passage of House bill 8739, providing for prohibi-
tion in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

9853. Also, petition of residents of Rochester, N. Y., pro-
testing against American association with the League of
Nations sanction activities; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

9854. Also, petition of residents of Rochester, N. Y., mems=
bers of Cornelia Lodge of the Order of the Sons of Italy in
America; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

9855. By Mr. KRAMER: Resolution of the Los Angeles
County Farm Bureau, relative to legislation to make agricul=-
tural stabilization a permanent reality, etc.; fo the Commit-
tee on Agriculture.

9856. By Mr. PFEIFER: Petition of the National Guard
Association of the State of New York, concerning legislation
authorizing an allowance of $35 per month for quarters to
each enlisted man of the United States Army detailed to duty
with the National Guard as sergeant-instructor while on such
duty; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

9857. By Mr. STEFAN: Petitions bearing the signatures of
575 citizens of Chambers, O'Neill, and Osmond, Nebr., asking
the Congress to enact legislation that will indefinitely extend
all existing star-route contracts and increase the compensa-
tion to an equal basis with that of other forms of mail trans-
portation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post
Roads.

9858. By Mr. THURSTON: Petition of residents of Ma-
haska County, Iowa, urging strict and mandatory neutrality
legislation; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

9859. Also, petition of sundry citizens of the Fifth Congres-
sional District of Iowa, urging legislation to prohibit rebates
to chain stores; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 29, 1936

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D,
offered the following prayer:

Heavenly Father, we rejoice that the things which gladden,
enrich, and perfect life are Thy gifts; Thou, O Lord, art the
supreme Giver and the source of all our blessings. We pray
that our thoughts and affections may be centered on Thee,
forgetting not Thy benefits. Through Thee we have the
eternal faithfulness and love which constitute the essential
glory and the well-being of human life; help us to walk in
Thy wisdom with grateful hearts. Forgive our faults and
temper, which often lessen our influence and mar the force
and beauty of the finer qualities of character, Take unto
Thy care our Speaker and all other Members of the Congress;
give them health and strength in the accomplishment and
fulfillment of their high calling. Now the God of hope fill




1936

you with all joy and peace in believing that you may abound
in hope and in the power of the Holy Spirit. In the name
of our Savior. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for 2 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Vermont?

There was no objection.

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, this 29th day of January
1936 is the ninety-third anniversary of the birth of our mar-
tyred President, William McKinley.

I speak of him in no partisan spirit, for he and his accom-
plishments belong to all people of all parties and to the ages.

In these days of hustle, bustle, and confusion, when we
are so intent upon those matters which pertain to the mate-
rial, we should, nevertheless, take time to pay proper re-
spect to the memory of those with whom we have been asso-
ciated, and to those men who have in days gone by con-
tributed so much of themselves for the good of us all.

The record discloses that in these very Halls William
McKinley was uncompromising on every question of principle,
unswerving in party fealty, courteous to his opponents, im-
personal in debate, and, as the leader of his party, one who
discharged his duty with courtesy and fairness, and in so
doing achieved significant and conspicuous success as a
legislator.

As Governor of Ohio, he was firm and unyielding in his
enforcement of the law. He made duty, honor, and integ-
rity the criterion of his administration.

As President of the United States, he stood by the helm
and piloted the ship through stormier seas than had been
faced by any other President since Lincoln. No man in the
White House ever has commanded in greater measure the
sincere respect, good will, and genuine affection of the
people, and as Chief Magistrate of the Nation the full meas-
ure of his greatness as a man stands revealed.

On the pedestal of that statue which stands before the
imposing monument at Canton are inscribed these words:

WILLIAM M'KINLEY
President of the United States

A statesman singularly gifted to unite the discordant forces of
government and mould the diverse purposes of men toward pro-
gressive and salutary action. A Magistrate whose poise of judg-
ment was tested and vindicated in a succession of national emer-
gencies—good citizen—brave soldier—wise Executive—helper and
leader of men—exemplar to his people of the virtues that build
and conserve the state, society, and the home.

On this, then, the anniversary of his birth, may we not
well say of him, in the words of Drummond, that “he lives
who dies to win a lasting name.”

Mr. SWEENEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for 5 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mr. SWEENEY. Mr. Speaker, on January 21, by formal
resolution, this House paid its mark of respect to the late
British King by adopting a resolution of adjournment. That
resolution was debatable, and on that occasion I sought to
obtain recognition. I failed to obtain recognition, and voiced
my protest by voting “no,” Immediately thereafter, the
newspapermen, sensing some value in that action, asked me
my reasons. I told them that I did not believe that it was
consistent with democracy to pay such a lavish tribute by
adjourning out of respect to the memory to a foreign king;
that I recalled it was during the reign of King George V
that many of the Irish people, including my relatives and
friends, were murdered when the “black and tan” invasion
came to Ireland. That army was recruited from the White
Chapel slum district of London and from the jails of Eng-
land. That army went over to Ireland and murdered those
people because they dared to express the same sentiment
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that Patrick Henry expressed in the Virginia House of
Delegates. That they preferred death to a denial of liberty.
I do not want to be charged with making a statement to the
newspapers that I would not make on the floor of this
House if I had the opportunity and was in order. That is
why I asked for time to make this statement.

The papers carried this story, and I have been subjected
to criticism because, I have been told, I was showing bad
taste fo rise in a democracy and register my right of protest
as a Member of this House. I think it borders on a guestion
of privilege, but I do not care to raise that question. I
want the Recorp to show that I protest against the action
of this House in paying a $50,000 tribute to the memory
of King George of England. That is what it cost the tax-
payers—the expense of running the House for 1 day.

I have nothing against King George personally. May God
have mercy on his soul. But I despise the symbol which he
represented, just as our forefathers despised that symbol in
the days of the American Revolution. He represented the
symbol of imperialism. I say, therefore, I am disgusted with
the toadyism and the desire of some of our American peo-
ple to again become subservient to England and bring about
the dream of the late Andrew Carnegie and other West
Britons—an American-British union.

Mr. Speaker, I find no fault with the President of the
United States in his action. He had a perfect right, and he
was on solid ground, in sending a message of condolence to
the bereaved family. I have no fault to find with the Secre-
tary of State in calling upon the British Embassy and the
Dominion Ministers’ offices to pay his formal and official
respects; but I do say it was going a little too far to cause
this House to adjourn on that occasion, precedents to the
contrary notwithstanding. I have searched the record, and
I do not find anywhere in the annals of the British Govern-
ment that the British Parliament ever adjourned out of
respect to the memory of a dead President of the United
States. We are going too far, and it seems to me we are
getting into the same atmosphere we got into just before the
last World War. We are going to have British influence
suwrround us in connection with the coming neutrality reso-
lution, We are on the eve of another world war. Now,
it seems, we are getting ready once again to pull England’s
chestnuts out of the fire. I pray to God we may not repeat
the terrible blunder we made in 1917.

Mr, Speaker, I was in Europe after the “black and tan”
invasion and I saw the wounds it left on Ireland. I saw
the fresh graves and the property that was destroyed. I
went over to England and visited the House of Parliament.
I talked to British officials. I discussed the fact that this
country saved Britain at the time of the last war. I was
met with the contemptible answer, “You came in too late.
You just came in to save your own face and your own hide.”
Ask any Yankee boy who was over there in the Army and
who made contact with the British Tommy. He will fell you
the same sentiments were expressed to him. We gave them
the money and we gave them the men. All we received was
scorn and condemnation. I make no apology for my acticn
on the floor of the House in voting “no.” I am sorry I was
not recognized at the time. I have no feeling against the
Speaker of the House, With his name, his background, and
his reputation, I am sure he is a good American,

Mr. Speaker, nothing is more nauseating to me, an Ameri-
can-born citizen and a Member of the Congress of the United
States, than to witness the supine debasement of patriotism
on the part of many officials in this country, and especially
in the Nation’s Capital. The atmosphere of official Washing-
ton, generally charged with the aroma of pro-British in-
fluence, suddenly became surcharged with the passing of
King George V. One would have thought from the lavish
external manifestation of lamentation and grief that we were
still a part of the British Empire.

The subsidized press of the Nation, many of them former
recipients of the financial bounty of one late Lord Northcliff,
who propagandized this Nation into the last World War by
publicising the false charges of cruel atrocities inflicted upon
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the women and children of Belgium by the German soldiers,
spread themselves and devoted space to the passing of the
King comparable only to the Lindbergh tragedy.

No event in the life of the late “democratic King” was over-
locked. The same newspapers will continue to engage our
sympathy and respect from now until the coronation of the
new ruler, Edward VIII, by feeding us the maudlin, senti-
mental stories of his life from the cradle to the Crown. You
have to hand the palm to the British as being past masters
of clever propaganda.

We have entered into an official period of mourning for the
King of England. The House of Representatives of the
United States adjourned. In his honor a congressional re-
ception scheduled for January 23 and all official receptions
have been postponed. This establishes a precedent which
may be followed with the passing of a Hitler, a Mussolini, or
any other king or potentate, and commits us to a “Hands
across the sea” policy, heretofore repugnant to the free insti-
tutions of the United States.

Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, may I suggest with
all due respect that Washington’s Farewell Address be not
only read to the Members of the House on his birthday, Feb-
ruary 22, but at the conclusion of the rendition of divine
invocation each day by the Chaplain that the masterpiece of
the Father of this Republic be intoned, especially that portion
of it that warns us “fto avoid entangling alliances with
foreign powers.”

The most dangerous influence in the United States today
comes through agencies sustained by the Carnegie Founda-
tion. Especially do I refer to the Carnegie Endowment for
International Peace, which is the spearhead of interna-
tionalism in America. Add to that the English Speaking
Union and the Sulgrave Institution. They lose no opportu-
nity to acquaint us with the superior complex of the British
as a governing class.

It was the dream of the late Andrew Carnegie, and so ex-
pressed in his Triumphant Democracy, published in 1893, to
bring about a British-American union. On pages 548-549
of the book referred to Mr. Carnegie says:

Time may dispel many pleasing illusions and destroy many noble
dreams, but it shall never shake my belief that the wound caused
by the wholly unlooked-for and undesired separation of the mother
from her child is not to bleed forever.

Let men say what they will; therefore, I say that as surely as the
sun in the heavens once shone upon Britain and America united,
s0 surely is it one morning to rise, shine upon, and greet again
the reunited state, the “British-American Union.”

This excerpt so incensed the American public by its bold-
ness and its evidence of unpatriotism that it was deliberately
deleted from the subsequent editions of Triumphant Democ-
racy published. Since that date, however, the sentiment ex-
pressed in the former edition is carried into the edition
published in 1933, and is indicated in this language on
page 407:

That the bonds between my dear native land and my beloved
adopted land may be strengthened and drawn more tightly together.
For sure am I, who am in part the child of both, and whose love
for the one and the other is as the love of man for mother and
wife, sure am I that the better these grand divisions of the British
race know each other the stronger will grow the attachment be-
tween them, and just as sure am I that in their genuine affection
and indissoluble alllance lie the best hopes for the elevation of the
human race. God grant, therefore, that the future of my native
and adopted lands may fulfill the hope of the stanchest, ablest,
and most powerful friend of this land and the Great Commoner of
his own, that “although they may be two nations, they may be
but one people.”

Mr. Speaker, I believe it would be fitting and proper for
the Congress of the United States, heretofore bent upon dis-
closing subversive propaganda destructive to the best in-
terests of this Republic, to investigate the activities of these
specific agencies to which I referred.

If an American citizen dares to publicly express his resent-
ment against the influence of the British Crown in this coun-
try, especially if that citizen happens to be of Irish extraction,
he is immediately characterized as a cheap politician and a
“twister of the lion’s tail.”

My first allegiance is fo this my native land. I have and
always will be a sympathizer of those subject people who are
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still denied the liberty that we enjoy. Thanks to the sacri-
fice of a Washington, a Barry, a Moylan, and a host of
others who were not afraid to risk their lives to bring this
Republic into being. Before I ever held public office, from
a thousand platforms I condemned the dissemination of
British propaganda in this country. I publicly opposed our
entry into the last World War, knowing full well that we
would emerge from that conflict with terrific loss of life and
money, and that England, as of old, would emerge with
thousands of miles of more territory added to her far-flung
dominion and millions of human beings over which she
would hold subjection.

Mr. Speaker, “Forewarned is forearmed.,” The recent in-
formation coming from the Nye Munitions Investigation
Committee that a former war President of the United States
knew of the existence of secret treaties before he entered
the council at Versailles, that records were falsified before
the Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate, is a startling
disclosure.

We have been in the past and will unless we assert our
rights again become the cat's-paw of clever British diplo-
macy. The influence of Great Britain brought about the
cancelation of several billion dollars of war debts. Its in-
fluence, combined with the influence of the international
bankers, brought about in 1931 a moratorium on the debt
due from our allies of the last war, beneficial chiefly to the
British Government.

There is now and there has been ever since the termina-
tion of hostilities in the last World War an agitation in
favor of complete cancelation of the war debts. How far
we will go in sustaining this position no man can tell. Suf-
fice to say that if we continue our efforts to become a mem-
ber of the League of Nations and the World Court, we will
be involved in the internal affairs of Europe, and the can-
celation of war debts is assured.

May I suggest now that we have given official exhibition
of our grief in the passing of the late Brifish King that we
endorse the old British custom by giving public utterance,
“That the king is dead; long live the king”; that we send a
delegation representing the American Congress to attend the
coronation ceremonies in honor of His Highness King Ed-
ward VIII, and that we express by resolution our regrets
that common sense and forbearance did not inspire our Rey-
olutionary fathers to avoid disaster and dissolution from the
mother country instead of the physical force that they
resorted to at Bunker Hill and Valley Forge.

Mr, SNELL. Mz, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for 3 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I was not only somewhat as-
tounded but chagrined to read in the morning paper the
following headline:

Marine Band “plays” vengeful New Deal tune; walks out behind
Navy on women patriots.

As I understand it, this women's patriotic organization
that is meeting in this city at the present time represents
some 500,000 of the leading patriotic women of America;
women from all parts of the country, from all walks of life,
and from all political parties, who are primarily interested
in maintaining national defense and the continuation of
present day American institutions.

The Marine Band, which we are all proud to call one of
the premier musical organizations of this country, is sup-
ported by the taxpayers’ money, and belongs to the people.
It is for all the people of the United States, and I never
supposed before that they, in any way, represented any spe-
cial political party or stood for any special political interests.
Politics are not a part of the daily routine of the Naval Es-
tablishment. The only reason yet assigned for their leaving
this organization last night is the fact that these women had
the temerity to listen to an outstanding constitutional address
by one of the leading students of the Constitution and one of
the leading Democrats of the country, a man who had been
closely allied with and held a high post in the Wilson admin-
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istration, and as far as I know, has always maintained his
Democratic regularity. Of course, in this speech he did
criticize the New Deal, and a man could hardly discuss the
Constitution at the present without doing that, but has the
time come in this country when free American citizens can-
not criticize the acts of the administration? As far as I
know, never has anything of this character happened before.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for 2 additional minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. SNELL. And it certainly was most astonishing to
hear that such a thing as this could happen in Washington,
the seat of the Nation’s Government.

Is this, as a matter of fact, a forerunner of what Mr.
Farley said would be the bitterest and the dirtiest campaign
in American history? It certainly looks like something along
that line, and I am wondering if the time has come here in
America when free speech, free press, and free assemblage
of law-abiding citizens are going to be oppressed. To me it
smacks of something that is un-American; and while this is
a mere incident at this time, remember that the whole pro-
cedure is abhorrent to the American people and is not in
accord with the American system and American ideals.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield
to me?

Mr. SNELL. Yes.

Mr. O'CONNOR. The gentleman will recall that free as-
semblage of American citizens down here on Pennsylvania
Avenue of some veterans when Mr. Hoover brought out the
artillery to drive them out of town.

Mr. SNELL. I do not yield further. That was an entirely
different situation, as the gentleman knows; and the Presi-
dent did not call out the troops until the District officials
said they could not cope with the situation. President
Hoover did exactly as Woodrow Wilson did during his ad-
ministration, when he called out cavalry to put down certain
race riots in this city; and if he wants to debate that propo-
sition, I am willing to discuss it with him. This was a
meeting of patriotic women representing every grade of
society from every part of the United States—a free, orderly
assemblage—and are you going to stack your administration
up against this kind of meeting? Are you going to use the
force and power of the administration to prevent meetings
of citizens for fear they will in some way criticize official
acts of the administration?

The President has said many times he is willing to be
criticized. But it looks to me as if he is getting very thin-
skinned all of a sudden and cannot take it, and is going to
use all the force and power at his command to prevent it.

Who issued the order for the Marine Band to walk out?
What was back of it? Tell us the whole story.

Is this the beginning of autocratic rule in America?

The American people are entitled to know why the Marine
Band cannot play before a patriotic society of American
women in the city of Washington. [Applause.]

Mr, WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 5 minutes.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject——

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, reserving the
right to object, we have some 30 applications for speeches in
general debate on this side of the House, and the minority
has about as many. This general debate has gone on now
for 2 entire days and we will probably have to run all day
today. There will be another appropriation bill before the
House next week and general debate on that. I want to
finish consideration of this bill this week, and I hope we may
commence reading the bill tomorrow. I will object to any
further requests.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado has the
right to object at any time.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I shall not object to this
request.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to me
to propound a question to the gentleman from Colorado?

Mr. WHITE. I yield.

Mr. RANKIN. Are we going to have general debate all
day today?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I think so; and I want to close
general debate today. As I have said, we have a large num-
ber of applications to make speeches, and I do feel there
ought to be a limit to these unanimous-consent requests. I
shall not object to this request.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
genfleman from Idaho? -

There was no objection.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House,
our Government, our people, and the Reclamation Service
have lost a great educator and a great leader.

Dr. Elwood Mead, Commissioner of Reclamation, who died
Sunday, was an eminent engineer, whose record in the field
of reclamation has received world-wide recognition through
his preeminent qualifications, his understanding of the prob-
lems of irrigation, and the effective results of his work in
the hydraulic and reclamation field. Starting in his chosen
vocation in his native State of Indiana after leaving school
in the early eighties, he made river surveys for the Federal
Government. On the completion of this work, he entered
the educational field as a teacher of mathematics and rapidly
rose in his profession, gaining recognition as an authority
on reclamation and irrigation. After 4 years of educational
work, Dr. Mead was called to serve Wyoming as Territorial
engineer and was its first State engineer after its admission
to the Union, where his experience and knowledge of irri-
gation was invaluable in incorporating into the constitution
of the State a new system of laws governing the use of
water, which has been adopted by many other States and
some foreign countries.

After a successful administration as Chief of the Irriga-
tion and Drainage Section of the Department of Agricul-
ture, Dr. Mead was placed at the head of the Rivers and
Water Supply Commission of the State of Victoria, in Aus-
tralia. The system of water conservation and reclamation
districts constructed under his 8 years of administration in
Victoria has been a model for irrigation projects through-
out the British Empire.

Returning to his homeland to take up the work of edu-
cation in the University of California, he was appointed
Commissioner of Reclamation by President Coolidge in 1924.

The 11 years that Dr. Mead has directed the activities of
the Bureau have been the greatest in the history of reclama-
tion. Twenty-two dams have been completed, and twice the
world record for high dams has been broken—the Owyhee
Dam in Oregon and later the Boulder Dam in Nevada.
Twenty projects are now under construction—one, the Grand
Coulee Dam across the Columbia River, is the largest in the

_world.

Dr. Mead died as he might have wished—in the service of
his country and in charge of one of its greatest construc-
tion activities. It would be difficult to estimate the value of
the service Dr. Mead has rendered the people of the United
States by turning desert lands into producing fields, thus
promoting the general welfare by adding to the productivity
and business activity of the Nation. Reclamation has given
this Nation some of the most substantial and prosperous
communities to be found anywhere.

To appreciate the magnitude of the work that has been
done under Dr. Mead’s direction and its vast importance and
immense value to all of us, one must go through the orange
groves and vineyards of California; the winter gardens of the
Imperial Valley; the cotton fields of Arizona; the beautiful
fruit lands and alfalfa fields of Idaho; the blooming or-
chards in the Wenatchee Valley in Washington, the home
of the delicious apple; and the potato fields and melon
patches of Colorado; the celery gardens of Utah. When we
visit the beautiful scenes of the irrigated and reclaimed
areas nestling in the shadow of our western mountains,
with cities and towns of modern construction, surrounded
by the pretty homes of a prosperous and contented people,
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we are thankful to our Government for the services of good
Dr. Mead, whose devotion to the ideals of reclamation and
whose labor has made the desert bear so fruitfully.

Let the massive structures of the great irrigation dams
of the West stand as his monument.

INCREASE OF IMPORTS

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp and include
therein official figures on foreign trade.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, under date of
January 22, 1936, the Department of Commerce released for
publication certain figures bearing upon the foreign trade of
the United States in the calendar year 1935.

Although the administration professes to be engaged in a
program of expanding our exports and finding a market for
our products in foreign lands, the trade figures reveal that
we have been giving up considerably more in the American
market than we have gained in foreign markets. Here are
the official figures:

Our exports in 1935 were valued at $2,282,000,000, an in-
crease of $149,000,000 over 1934, or approximately T percent.

Comparison of statistics of
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Our imports in 1935 were valued at $2,047,000,000, an in-
crease of $393,000,000 over last year, or approximately 24
percent.

Translated into terms that everyone can understand, this
means that for every additional dollar’s worth of business
gained in foreign markets we have given up $2.64 in our
home market.

The result of the administration’s tariff-reduction policy
has been to reduce our favorable balance of trade to the
lowest point in 25 years. As additional trade agreements
are negotiated and our rich domestic market is thrown open
still further to foreign competition, we may expect our pres-
ent favorable balance of trade to change to an unfavorable
balance.

In order that the Congress and the country may be in-
formed as to the nature of the increased imports from
abroad, I submit the following table showing those items
which were imported in substantially increased quantities in
1935 over 1934. The figures given were obtained from the
Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce, published by the
Department of Commerce, and cover the 1l-month period
ending November 30 of each year. Statistics on individual
items for the full year are not yet available.

imports for econsumption into the United States during January to November 1935 with January to
November 1934 of commodities which showed a substantial increase in imports

Commodity Unit of quantity | Janunary to November 1934 | January to November 1935 Increase 1935 over 1934

Quantily Value Quantity Value Quantity Value
D I O I DO e e T i L i e $1,508,640,000 | ... _..__ $1,860,852,000 ... ... --| #3532, 212,000
Meat products. Pound._ 56,690, 000 11,894,000 | 104, 933, 000 17, 366, 000 48, 234, 000 5, 472, 000
Beef, fresh Pound 138, 000 13, 8,120,000 742, 000 7,082,000 | 728,000
Pork, fresh Pound__________ = 117, 000 18, 000 3,712, 000 512, 000 3, 595, 000 404, 000
Canned meats__ . Pound 39,500,000 | 2,558,000 | - 60,762,000 | 5,011,000 | 30,262 000 2, 453, 000
Animal oils and fats, edible FPoumg: i tz) 1, 403, 000 62, 000 18, 035, 000 1, 193, 000 16, 632, 000 1,131, 000
Dairy produets._ ey 9,983,000 | 14,185,000 | oo 4, 192, 000
Butter Pound 872, 000 148, 000 22, 334, 000 3, 515, 000 21, 462, 000 3, 367, 000
e - Pound.___.______| 260,415,000 20,958, 000 | 291, 690, D00 24,386,000 [ 31, 275, 000 3,423, 000
Hides and skins raw, except fors. . Pound 188,131,000 | 33,620,000 | 276,324, 000 41, 025, 000 88, 198, 000 7, 505, 000
hn%;mdras.wd e e e R s Tl o e 36,513,000 |- ocoaaoai. 44,174,000 | . ..... 7, 661 000
mey and rabbit. ________.._. ot CANE er b 18, 069, 000 7,990,000 | 29,976, 000 12, 861, 000 11,907, 000 4,871, 000
Animal fats, and greases, inedible S AP A GO R AR 5,160,000 | .. . ___. 17,500,000 §.._ ... .. 12, 430, 000
a1 AT Pognd.. 30, 923, 000 1,154,000 | 236, 525, 000 12, 551,000 | 205, 602, 000 11,307, 000
Gm%snnd L L s 27,807,000 | _______ SR8 0001 =2 .l L 40, 489, 000
Orn Bushel, 56 pounds. 1, 788, 000 915, 000 41, 150, 000 19, 531, 000 39, 362, 000 18, 618, 000
Oats L# Bushel, 32 pounds.| 2, 750, 000 922,000 | 10,099, 000 2,938, 000 7,349, 000 2,014, 000
Wheat ot e e Bushel, 60 pounds. 4, 504, 000 4, 51, 000 13, 141, 000 11, 254, 000 8, 547, 000 6, 663, 000
‘Wheat, unfit for human consumption Bushel, 60 d: 1, 236, 000 866, 000 9 977, 6, 813, 000 8, T41, 000 5, 947, 00O
Barley malt Pound. ... 178, 802, 000 4, 599, 000 | . 304, 920, 000 8, 680, 000. | 126, 118, 000 4, 081, 000
Fodders andfeeds 5 L oii ol l o U0 B A LSS AR R S IR 5,798,000 |_.___________. 12,310,000 |.coooe oo 6, 517,000
0il cake and oil-cake meal Pound . 157, 618, 000 1,315,000 | 291, 147, 000 4,007,000 | . 133, 528, 000 1, 692, 000
Wheat byproduct feeds. --| Ton 165, 000 3, 168, 000 316, 6, 581, 000 151, 000 3, 415, 000
g g g L S AT et SRS AR T LA S el e A R sl 32,209,000 | ... 36, 450, 000 4, 241, 000
Nt oo A S R A 5 CES 9,858,000 | s o 13,739,000 |- o s uiis 3, 785, 000
Vegetable oils and fats, edible. S e L i UL T, A4, 000 | o 23,668,000 |..ocone 16, 182, 000
B oil Pound. ___ 6, 793, 000 205, 000 34, 754, 000 2,059, 000 27,961, 000 1, 764, 000
Corn oil... Pound.. 8, 567, 000 336,000 | 22,907,000 1,379,000 | 14,340,000 1, 043, 000
Cottonseed oil_. Pound.. 3, 942, 000 165,000.| 157, 576, 000 §, 134,000 | 153, 614, 000 8, 168, 000
Peannt oil_______ Pound.__ 1,176, 000 §2, 000 77, 964, 000 3, 234, 000 76, 78S, 000 3, 152, 000
Cocos or cacao beans. -| Pound 417, 093, 000 18,251,000 | 551, 752,000 24, 204,000 | 134, 659, 000 5, 953, 000
Cane sugar Pound 5,873, 032,000 | 108,223,000 |5,821,286,000 | 132 545,000 | 448, 254,000 26,322, 000
Molasses, inedible_ .. 5 159, 805, 000 4,066,000 | 224, 066, 000 10, 351, 000 64, 261, 000 5, 385, 000
Rubber, crude, and milk of_ Poond - .t | 995,053,000 | 96,373,000 | 955,907,000 | 108,729,000 | —38, 146, 000 12, 356, 000
0il seeds L e L e o | T 19,608,000 | oo 80,996,000 |.oooomoooo - 11,393, 000
Copra... Pound . _ 344, 885, 000 4,094,000 | 408, 387, 000 8, 699, 000 63, 502, 000 4, 605, 000
Besame seed_____ Pound 12, 641, 000 312,000 | 136, 846, 000 3,233,000 | 124, 205, 000 2,921,000
Expressed olls and fats T N e 24,903,000 | ___ 47,402,000 |oeme e 22, 408, 000
1| R R e, B Pound.........___| 104,840, 000 6, 470,000 | 108, 945, 000 11, 404, 000 4, 125, 000 4, 934, 000
Coeonut oil from Philippine Islands Pound 207, 311, 000 6,084,000 | 308, 274, 000 10, 930, 000 10, 963, 000 3, 948, 000
Palmoil. ... Pound 152, 874, 000 3,858,000 | 263, 047, 000 7,400,000 | 110,173, 000 3, 541, 000
Cottvn-mansiastores. il o abr il Bine B R it Sl o e e T e 26,450,000 |-__.._____.___ 32,108,000 | 5, 858, 000
Jute and e e e i B e i s e e e 33,076,000 (. ... 8B, TT.000 L oL 5, 701, 000
Burlaps Pound -] 844, 508, 000 25,611,000 | 429,952,000 30, 181, 000 85, 444, 000 4, 570, 000
Carpet wool Pound 81, 680, 000 10,714,000 | 158, 870, 000 21, 283, 000 77, 190, 000 10, 568, 000
HRaw sitk Pound. 53, 895, 000 68, 824, 000 62, 130, 000 85, 922, 000 8, 235, 000 17, 098, 000
Wood, sawmill products. < i 10,870,000 fooooaonininns IR0 i e s 7,132, 000
Bhingles_ ... Squares. 1, 260, 000 3, 252, 000 2,447,000 6, 627, 000 1, 187, 000 3, 375, 000
kg n b 3 P RS M I S e RS TS A L IV el Bl el 2 L | 56, 451, 000 net 02270000 1..coieininnnan 5, 8328, 000
Btandard newsprint paper. .. Pound 3,073,602,000 | 68, 689,000 73, 801,000 | 293, 278, 000 5, 112, 000
Precious stones and imitations, di d 186, 602, 000 25,068,000 |...--o__ ool 8, 463, 000
j DR e e s e Carat 43, 000 2,720, 000 4, 009, 000 000 1, 289, 000
Cuthutnotset. ... __________. Oarat. 191, 000 8, 040, 000 14, 183, 000 5, 143, 000
For , ete., not set Carat. 000 2, 628, 000 3, 709, D00 1, 081, 000
Bteel mill 5, 707, 000 9, 685, 000 3,978, 000
Feasroealloyre £ dn tne e e = 8, 236, 000 11, 512, 000 3, 278, 000
Nonfarrous metals, except Precions. - oo e e e 92, 142, 000 120, 250, 000 28, 108, 000
Copper (cof tent) - Pound _ 368, 601, 000 25, 816, 000 20, 064, 000 3, 48, 000
Nickel and alloys, n.e.8.._____ Pound..._________| 42,821,000 10, 866, 000 13, 777, 000 2,011, 000
Tin bars, 3 AL Pound_ 86,259,000 | 43,158, 000 63, 132, 000 19, 974, 000
Agricultural machinery and implements. 1, 810, 000 4, 287, 000 2,477, 000
C watches, ete. 3, 828, 000 5,011,000 |. 1, 185,000
Art works. s 14, 837, 000 | 19, 848,000 |. 5,011,000
Total value of items shown in this tabulation_ .| e oo ee 889, 989, 000 1, 196, 445, 000 308, 458, 000

Bource: Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce of the United States,




1936

IMMIGRATION

Mr. HILYL: of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the REcorp by printing an
address by my colleague, Hon, JoE STARNES, to the Eleventh
Women's Patriotic Conference on National Defense at the
Mayflower Hotel on January 28, 1936.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, HILL of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to
extend my remarks in.the Recorp, I include the following
address by Hon. JoE Starnes, Member of Congress, to the
Eleventh Women's Patriotic Conference on National De-
fense at the Mayflower Hotel on January 28, 1936:

For more than a century this country had no definite immi-
gration policy nor effective immigration laws. After the War
between the States the tide of immigration to our shores became
50 great that it soon created a serious national problem. Indeed,
in that period of time embraced in the decade 1901-10, the tide
was so strong we had approximately a million foreign-born immi-
grants entering our country each year. This large influx of for-
eign born had the effect of lowering wages, lengthening the hours
of labor, and definitely reducing the American standard of living
in every respect. More serious than the effect on our economic
life was the effect upon our American institutions and our form
of government. The people became aroused and Congress ordered an
investigation. A congressional committee studied this problem for
several years. Members of the committee visited practically every
country in Europe studying at first hand the social, economic, and
political conditions under which these immigrants lived. This
committee made a very exhaustive and informative report of its
activities. As a result of the studies and of the recommendations
of this committee, the Immigration Act of 1917 was placed upon
our statutes. This was the first definite and eflective immigration
program and policy in the history of our country. The author of
this act was a splendid American and a distinguished Alabaman,
Hon. John L. Burnett, who for more than 20 years represented the
district which I now have the honor to serve. This Immigration
Act of 1917 became our first basic immigration act and policy.
The broad outlines of this policy were: (1) The exclusion or limi-
tation of certain classes or types of immigrants; (2) deportation
of aliens found guilty of certain offenses involving moral turpitude
and of subversive activities and doctrines which seek to overthrow
our Government by force and violence; (3) absolute debarment
from certain geographic areas in Asiatic countries.

The 1817 act was amended in 1924 and the amendatory act pro-
vided for the present policy of restricting immigration by estab-
lishing numerical quotas for each country except in the Western
Hemisphere, and for an absolute bar to all aliens who are ineligible
for citizenship.

Even with these two excellent acts establishing for the first time
a definite American immigration policy we find that during the
past 10 years 3,687,547 aliens have entered the United States, of
whom 2,010,896 were now ts. The 1930 census disclosed
that we had 14,204,149 foreign born in the United States, of whom
6,284,613 were aliens. In other words, more than six and a quarter
millions of these foreign-born had never taken any steps toward
becoming citizens of the United States. The foreign-stock popula-
tion of this country in 1930 was 40,286,278, more than one-third
of our total population. This was the largest number in the his-
tory of the Nation.

It is estimated that our country has been supporting at least
8,000,000 foreign nationals on relief at a cost of approximately
$400,000,000, and this at a time when millions of our native-born
and naturalized American are dependent upon relief. At least
one out of every eight on relief is an alien. It is further estimated
that we have had some 2,000,000 aliens gainfully employed earning
approximately $2,000,000,000 annually and sending millions of dol-
lars to other countries to support families and unemployed when
we have more than 10,000,000 American citizens unemployed.

In the light of the foregoing it is amazing to note that the
so-called Kerr bill, H. R. 8163, was introduced at the first session of
the Seventy-fourth Congress. This bill embodies the basic defects
found in H. R. 6795 and both are merely new versions of H. R. 9725,
which was defeated by an overwhe vote of more than 2 to 1
in the second session of the Seventy-third Congress. The basic
defects referred to are the abandonment of congressional control
over the deportation of undesirable allens; conferring practically
unlimited discretionary powers upon an “interdepartmental com-
mittee”; legalizing illegal entrants; and breaking down our present
numerical quota restrictions.

This bill has been heralded and publicized as a bill to deport
criminal aliens and as a restrictive measure. In fact, it would repeal
or nullify practically every existing mandatory deportation provision
of our immigration acts by substituting therefor discretionary
deportation. The admitted chief purpose of this bill is to permit
to remain in the United States aliens illegally and unlawfully here
or aliens who have breached a condition precedent and promise
prior to temporary admission. The so-called hardship cases which
this bill proposes to care for would condone violation of the law
and reward a violator of the law by conferring upon him the right
of American citizenship. It has been called a bill of major and
minor discretions. Your attention is invited to the fact that each
and every discretion or provision in this bill is favorable to the
alien and the foreign-born. This bill boldly and audaciously raises
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the issue of whether one is for or against America and Americans
and law-abiding and law-enforcing aliens legally and lawfully in
our country.

Americans, native-born or naturalized, are entitled to first con-
sideration, and first things should come first. I am unalterably
opposed to a bill which would place discretionary powers in the
hands of an executive or administrator who has knowingly and
willfully violated his oath of office by failing and refusing to carry
out the mandate of the law which he has sworn to uphold, admin-
ister, and defend. And who characterizes the laws he is sworn to
administer as “inhuman, cruel, barbarous”, and “unworthy of our
civilization.” We want law enforcement, not administrative
nullification.

This bill must be defeated if it ever comes before the House for
final action. It is necessary that the searchlight of publicity and
truth be turned upon this proposed measure in order that our
people may know the facts and not be misled by the propaganda of
its proponents., This bill would decrease deportations and increase
immigration and would substitute indefinite personal administra-
tion and personal government for traditional definite administra-
tion by written law, definite practices, and fixed precedents.

What America needs and what America must have is further
restrictions and limitations upon existing quotas; the establish-
ment of definite numerical quotas for the countries in the Western
Hemisphere; a strengthening of our present deportation laws which
would make mandatory the deportation of any alien who is guilty
of one or more crimes involving moral turpitude or who has become
& habitual criminal; and finally an alien registration law which will
require the fingerprinting and proper identification and keeping
a permanent record of every allen who enters this country.

We should reduce existing quotas by one-half in order to give
time for naturalization and assimilation of our huge foreign-born
and foreign-stock population. Establishment of definite numerical
quotas from Western Hemisphere countries is essential in order
to reduce and control quotas.

We must send from our shores every habitual alien criminal,
every allen addict or peddler of narcotics, or allens who have com-
mitted a crime involving moral turpitude. Every alien entering
this country should be required to establish positive means of
identification. This can be done by registration, fingerprinting,
and keeping a permanent record of all entrants. We require fin-
gerprints and positive metheds of identification of some of our
officials. No allen can complain of a genuine registration law, be-
cause it will protect aliens who come under existing quotas or who
are legal entrants. Only the alien Communist, the alien criminal
element, and the alien unlawfully here will object to an allen
registration act.

It is essential that no foreign-born national shall remain in this
country who cannot become a citizen, nor should we permit immi-
gration of nonassimilable racial or political groups. America is
no longer a wilderness to explore and conquer. It is no longer
a country without an established form of government and insti-
tutions for the promotion of human welfare.

A sound national defense provides for domestic tranquillity and
a guaranty against insurrection. The only permanent guaranty
is the maintenance of our social, religious, and economic stand-
ards and our Americal ideals of government.

We must protect the American workingman against unfair for-
eign competition. It is as essential to enact and enforce laws
which will protect the wage scale and living conditions of the
American workingman against unfair foreign competition as it is
to maintain laws which will protect our industrial and manufac-
turing establishments from unfair foreign competition. We must
maintain and improve our present living conditions, but more im-
portant than the soclal and economic phases of our natlonal life
is the absolute necessity of protecting with treasure and blood
our public school system, freedom of speech and press, freedom of
conscience and the preservation of our democratic form of govern-
ment.

Finally, we must have an immigration policy which shall be the
product of American minds and American hearts. A policy which
shall be determined by Americans for Americans, a policy which
will place the welfare of America before the welfare of the alien.
And, what is of supreme importance, this policy must be admin-
istered and enforced by Americans who respect the law, and who
will at all times enforce the law for the benefit of America.

CONTROL OF CROPS BY STATE COMPACTS

Mr. KERR. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp and include therein an
article by John W. Hester on the control of crops by State
compacts.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my
remarks in the Recorp, I include the following article by
John W. Hester, which was published in the Star-News, of
Wilmington, N. C., on January 26:

[From the Wilmington (N. C.) Star-News of Jan. 26, 1936]
STATE COMPACTS

To the EpITor oF THE STAR-NEWS!:
All able lawyers know, and the candid ones, if asked, assert that
the objectives of agricultural production control may be obtained




1150

only by the exercise of the police powers of the States, or by an
amendment to the Constitution giving the Federal Government
such power. The administration’s proposal to reach the objectives
of the invalidated A. A. A. by amendments to the soil-erosion
statute may serve to bridge this campaign and hold the farmer vote,
but it is as vulnerable as was the original A. A. A, and will meet a
slmilar fate when it reaches the Court, which could hardly be done
before the next election. But the agricultural problem must be
treated by a long-time, permanent program. An amendment to the
Constitution giving the Federal Government police power is well
nigh impossible, as 13 States may block such a movement. So that
leaves only the police power of the States to rely upon.

Now, I have stated that the tobacco situation may be worked out
by the use of the compact provision of the Constitution whereby
the States in which tobacco is grown may adopt identical laws
respecting the control of its production. This compact provision of
the Constitution is now used to considerable extent. The
Port Authority of New York, whereby the rights of New York and
New Jersey to the port facilities of that great harbor are governed;
the fishing rights of Washington and Oregon in the Columbia River;
the water rights of the Colorado River resulting from the Boulder
Dam, in which seven States are interested; and the production of
oil under the quota system among the oil-producing States are
examples of what is now being accomplished under the State com-
pact provision of the Constitution.

But the usefulness and effectiveness of this provision may be
increased. And so far as I know I am the first to advance the
idea that the States may designate the Federal Government or any
Federal department the enforcement agency, thereby assuring uni-
formity of enforcement of the compact provisions. The Congress
passed an act forbidding the shipment in interstate commerce of
oil in excess of the quotas provided under the State compacts in
an effort to make effective the quota system. But think of what
might have been the effect if the Federal Government had been
empowered to enforce such quota enactments. Ifs effectiveness
would have been well-nigh complete.

As to what may be done in this connection, the court has had the
following to say, which supports my contention that the Federal
Government may be made the enforcement agency of such compact
regulatory State laws:

That States may enter into agreements and compacts is “a
doctrine universally recognized in the law and practice of nations.
It is a right equally belonging to the States of the Union, unless
it has been surrendered under the Constitution of the United
States, So far from there being any pretense of such a general
surrender of the right, that it is expressly recognized by the Con-
stitution and guarded in its exercise by a single limitation requir-
ing the consent of Congress. The Constitution declares ‘no State
shall, without the consent of Congress, enter into any agreement
or compact with another State’, thus plainly admitting that with
guch consent it might be done; and in the present instance that
consent has been given. The compact,' then, has full validity,
and the terms and conditions of it must be equally obligatory upon
the citizens of both States” (Poole v. Fleeger, 11 Pet, 209),

“If Congress consented, then the States were in this respect re-
gtored to their original inherent sovereignty, being the sole limita-
tion imposed by the Constitution, when given, left the States as
they were before, as held by the Court in Poole v. Fleeger (11
Pet. 209)" (Rhode Island v. Massachusetis, 12 Pet. at p. 724).

“The terms ‘agreement’ or ‘compact’ taken by themselves are
sufficiently comprehensive to embrace all forms of stipulations,
written or verbal, and relating to all kinds of subjects” (State of
Virginia v. State of Tennessee, 148 U. 5. at p. 518).

Frankly, I can’t escape the conclusion that a complete sovereignty
may select its own agencies and instrumentalities to execute its
agreements or enforce its laws. With congressional approval, the
States are “restored to their original, inherent sovereignty”, which
means complete sovereignty. I assume that Congress would assent
to the use of the Department of Agriculture as the enforcement
agency, leaving merely the general mechanics of the plan to be

worked out.
JourN W. HESTER.
WasHINGTON, D. C., January 23, 1936.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp and include
therein a brief letter received from the Chairman of the
Federal Communications Commission.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Speaker, in my remarks on
the independent offices appropriation bill on January 16, in
endorsing a thoroughgoing investigation of the entire field of
work of the Federal Communications Commission, I included
a letter addressed to the Chairman of that Commission dated
January 4 and the reply of the Chairman dated Janu-
ary 13, 1935. A statement made in the paragraph num-
bered 1 in the letter of the Chairman was challenged on the
floor by my colleague the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr,
Conneryl. The statement challenged proved to be erroneous,
as appears from the following letter subsequently received
from the Chairman of the Commission:
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION,

Washi D. C.
Hon. RicaArRD B, WIGGLESWORTH, s dis
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

My DEAR CONGRESSMAN: With further reference to my letter of
January 7, 1936, replying to your letter of January 4, 1936, I would
like to say that there are three, instead of five, clear-channel,
high-power radio stations, independent of and not affiliated with
any of the three major networks, as I previously informed you.

Ordinarily licensees are required to make application for re-
newal of license every 6 months, and to state therein whether or
not they have chain affiliations. Where, however, applications for
renewal of station licenses are set for hearing, no additional sp-
plication for renewal is required until the Commission disposes
of the application pending.

The last renewal applications of stations WWL and KWEKH—
two of the five stations included in my previous letter—were set
for hearing. These applications show said stations to be inde-
pendent of and not affiliated with any network. The fact that
stations WWL and KWKH acquired chain affiliations after their
renewal applications were set for hearing accounts for this infor-
mation not being reflected in the existing records of the Com-
mission.

I have taken occasion to check with the chains for the purpose
of verifying our records in this matter.

you that it is the Commission’s desire fo furnish you
with accurate information at all times, I am,
Very sincerely yours,
ANNING S. Pravn, Chairman.

CONSERVING OUR WILDLIFE RESOURCES

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing a brief
address by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. RoBErTsON]
on January 24 on the conservation of wildlife.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my
remarks in the Recorp, I include the following radio ad-
dress delivered by Representative A. WiLrLis ROBERTSON on
January 24, 1936, over the National Broadcasting System:

The call of President Roosevelt for a North American wildlife
conference to meet in Washington on February 3 has focused the
attention of all sportsmen and conservationists of the North Ameri-
can Continent upon the important subject of conserving our wild-
life resources. The conservation of our forests, the purification of
our streams and coastal waters, the restoration of our once-
abundant supply of native fauna is, of necessity, an integral part
of a general program to improve the living conditions of the average
man in the United States.

While Federal, State, and private agencies have been engaged for
many years in the cause of conservation, those best informed on the
subject feel that the forces of destruction have been stronger than
those of construction—or in other words, that we have been waging
a losing battle, Millions of acres of timberland have been de-
stroyed annually by fire—in 1 year of the drought, for instance, the
destruction equaled an area 10 miles wide and as long as from
Detroit to New York. Millions of acres of fertile soil have been
washed into the rivers and thence into the sea. Some years ago a
Member of the House from Massachusetts twitted the late Champ
Clark about the superior wealth of Massachusetts. Mr. Clark
replied that each year more fertile soil from Missouri washed into
the Mississippi River than there was in the entire State of Massa-
chusetts. Many a truth is spoken in jest. All of the fertile topsoil
of 50,000,000 acres has been washed into our streams, and enough of
the topsoil of an additional 50,000,000 acres has been lost through
erosion to make them unprofitable for agriculture. Approximately
85 percent of our inland streams have become polluted, doing incal-
culable damage to aquatic life and recreational uses. It costs mil-
lions each year to p polluted water sufficiently to make it safe
to drink. Added to these destructive forces was the destruction
occasloned by a tremendous increase in hunting and fishing. In
recent years we have been sending some 6,000,000 to 7,000,000 hunt-
ers into the field each season, equipped with modern arms and
ammunition and means of rapid transportation. There are no
longer any inaccessible regions.

It is no wonder, therefore, that the chairman of the President's
Special Committee on Wildlife, Hon. Thomas H. Beck, of New York,
stated in his report to the President that we had been making a
disordered progress toward an undefined goal; or that another
great conservationist, ex-Senator Harry B. Hawes, should question
in his interesting book, Fish and Game, Now or Never, whether or
not we had made any progress at all.

With a view to bringing about an ordered progress toward a well-
defined goal, Senator F. C. Walcott, of Connecticut, sponsored the
creation of a special Senate committee to consider the conserva-
tion of our wildlife resources. That committee was created in the
Senate on April 17, 1930. The present members of that committee
are Prrrvan, of Nevada; McNary, of Oregon; Nomeeck, of Scouth
Dakota; Crarr, of Missouri; BamLEY, of North Carolina; BYrp, of
Virginia; and WHITE, of Maine. A similar committee was created
in the House on January 29, 1934. The present members of the
House committee in addition to myself are JonEs, of Texas; BLAND,
of Virginia; McREY~NoOLDS, of Tennessee; WARREN, of North Carolina;
Buck, of California; BerLIN, of Pennsylvania, Parsons, of Illinois;
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HioesraxpT, of South Dakota; Ricmarps, of South Carolina; Car-
TER, of California; MrLraRD, of New York: BoLToN, of Ohio; ANDRE-
SEN, of Minnesota; and ALLEN, of Illinois. Every major region of
the United States has representation on these two committees.
During the spring and summer of 1934 the House committee con-
ducted hearings touching on the conservation activities of all
Federal agencies. These hearings were printed and have been given
a wide distribution throughout the country. In January 1935 the
House committee submitted a report summarizing its investiga-
tions and recommending a program of action.

Those of us interested in, and to some extent responsible for,
what the Federal Government does to advance the cause of con-
servation have been gratified at the progress made by Federal
agencies during the past 2 years. Time will not permit me to men-
tion in detail the rapid advances made by the regular Federal
agencies, namely, the Biological Survey, the Bureau of Fisheries,
the Forest Service, and the National Park Service. Their activities
are covered by their annual reports. The report of the Beck com-
mittee and the report of the special House committee called atten-
tion to the fact that the Federal Reclamation Service in its drain-
age and irrigation projects was working at cross purposes with the
Biological Survey—one draining and the other endeavoring to
preserve water areas for the breeding of migratory waterfowl.
About 100,000,000 acres of breeding areas have been drained by
public and private agencies. On December 19, 1935, a memorandum
of agreement was entered into between the Secretary of the Interior
and the Secretary.of Agriculture respecting the administration of
reclamation projects which are also wildlife reservations and
refuges. From now on the activities of these important agencies
will be coordinated and due regard will be had for the needs of
wildlife in all future reclamation projects. .

The activities of several of the new agencies are not generally
known, and thelr accomplishments should interest every conser-
vationist in the country. One of the most popular actions of Presi-
dent Roosevelt was the establishment of the C. C. C. camps. Those
camps have given clean and wholesome employment to approxi-
mately 1,500,000 men. The men so employed have been helped in
health and morale, and their dependents have been helped by
monthly remittances which they could accept without the loss of
self-respect. These C. C. C. boys have devoted 1,223,000 man-days
to fire-presuppression work and 2,244,000 man-days in fighting
forest fires. They have constructed 2428 lookout towers, opened
44 040 miles of firebreaks, and have planted 405,402,500 forest trees
over denuded areas. They have constructed 62,593 miles of new
service roads and truck trails and 30,121 miles of new telephone
lines through the national forests and national parks. Aside from
their fire-fighting activities, the assessed value of the C. C. C. work
completed as of September 30 last was $579,000,000.

. When -the emergency conservation work was started emphasis
was placed upon forestry. At the instance of the House Special
Committee on Wildlife Conservation, ably aided and. abetted by
that great conservation leader, Jay N. Darling, of Towa, then Chief
of the Biological Survey, the emergency conservation work in-
cluded in its p! modern fish and game management. In its
silviculture work food-bearing trees and plants were spared.
Check dams to the number of 1,635,000 were built to control soil
erosion and improve cover conditions. Lake and stream improve-
ment, construction of ponds for fish and birds, and the restocking
of streams with fish were included in the fish-protection program
of the C. C. C. One hundred and sixteen thousand acres of lakes
and ponds have been improved for fishing, more than 33,000 miles
of streams have been improved by shelters, deflectors, log dams,
etc., and 3,335 ponds have been built. The C. C. C. boys have dis-
tributed 42,374,000 fry and fingerlings to ponds and streams,
Twenty-six of the C. C. C. camps have been located on migratory-
bird refuges administered by the Biological Survey.

Man has but three primary needs—food, shelter, and clothing.
Those are the primary needs of wild life. Nature undisturbed by
man will provide for Nature's children their essential needs.
Through cutting and plowing, forest fires, overgrazing, erosion,
and stream pollution, man destroyed much of the food and shelter
for wildlife that has been provided by nature. The C. C. C. boys
have been endeavoring to repair some of that damage.

In that undertaking, they have been ably assisted by the Soil
Conservation Service, which in 1935 was made a permanent Bureau
of the Department of Agriculture. This Service is now engaged in
140 separate projects in 41 different States, affecting a total of
50,000,000 acres. Five hundred and one C. C. C. camps and more
than 27,000 relief workers supply the labor. Amocong the farmers
with whom I have made personal contact, no activity of the Federal
Government has been given a more favorable reception. In my
opinion, the C. C. C. camps to work in our forest areas and to carry
on this soil conservation program on private farms should and will
become a permanent undertaking of the Government. Every farmer
who signs a cooperative agreement with the Soil Conservation
Service for the checking of erosion on his land agrees with the
Government to avoid farming operations as far as practicable that
would be detrimental to desirable forms of wildlife; to improve
conditions for wildlife as a whole with due regard for its several
values, biological and social, and to produce an annual replacement
increment of game, fur bearers, and game fish, as a means of
providing supplemental compensation to the farmer for land retired
from cultivation through the operation of the soil-conservation
program.

The Soil Conservation Service, therefore, will render to the farmer
a threefold benefit—first, it will protect his land from further
erosion; second, it will restore land heretofore eroded; and, third, it
will produce for the farmer a new source of income from the crop

of wildlife to be produced on the eroded land while it is being
restored for agricultural purposes. When the farmer enters into a
cooperative agreement of this kind, he will, in the words of the late
Billy Sunday, be casting his bread upon the waters to be returned
covered with butter and jam.

While in many respects we are the richest and most-favored
nation in the world, the depression of the past 5 years has taught
us that even we are not immune from hard times and actual
suffering. I recently had the privilege of visiting some sections
of China. Economic conditions in China are deplorable beyond
words. The average annual income is less than $9. The once rich
timber resources of the nation are gone. Unchecked soil erosion
through the ages has so depleted the ability of China to produce
that one-half of the people of China go to bed hungry each night.
The longest navigable river in China is the Yangtze. For years
this river, which is navigable for about 1,600 miles, has brought
to the sea the yellow topsoil of north China. This sea is appro-
priately called the Yellow Sea. For some 300 miles beyond the
mouth of the Yangtze it is as turbid with the yellow soil of China
as the Mississippi at its worst. Japan has heen more provident
in her conservation program. The steep land, and most land in
Japan is steep, is carefully terraced and protected against erosion.
The limited timber resources of Japan have been carefully guarded.
A Japanese cannot cut a tree on his own land without a Govern-
ment permit, and before he can secure that permit he must plant
three young trees and have them live. If we are to preserve the
American standard of living and our position as the most-favored
nation in the world we must properly conserve our natural
resources.

It was, therefore, with that purpose in mind, as I indicated at
the outset, that President Roosevelt recently issued his call for a
North American wildlife conference to be held in Washington from

February 3 to 7, inclusive. It will be the most important conference -

of the kind ever held in the United States. Already some 1,500 of
the leading men of the Nation and from Canada and Mexico have
indicated their intention to attend. The total enrollment of dele-
gates will probably exceed 2,500. The conference has three major
objectives:

(a) The organization of a permanent general federation of all
agencies, societies, individuals, and clubs interested in the restora-
tion and conservation of wildlife resources, with the avowed pur-

pose of securing adequate recognition of the needs of wildlife -

resources.

(b) The development of a North American program for the ad-
vancement of wildlife restoration and conservation.

(¢) The presentation of such facts, discoveries, and information
pertinent to wildlife as may contribute to the solution of our mu-
tual problems.

The delegates to this conference will have an opportunity- to -

serve their day and generation well. In developing a coordinated
and comprehensive conservation program they can contribute not
only to the material prosperity of the Nation but likewise to our

opportunities for peace and happiness; Every man wants-to be -

happy. The pursuit of happiness-is named by Jefferson as one of
three inalienable rights. In the boom days many sought happi-
ness in the amassing of wealth and the possession of material
things. Life was pitched at a high tempo. When the depression
cut our national-income we were not equipped to find peace -and
happiness in simple things. Some ended their unhappiness by
committing suicide. Far more died of heart failure brought on by
worry and nerve strain. They were out of touch with the calm

and- orderly processes of nature. They did not know that *for -

our gayer hours she has a voice of gladness and eloquence of
beauty and she glides into our darker musings with a mild and
healing sympathy that steals away their sharpness, ere we are
ameb"

Overwrought nerves are not conducive to clear thinking and
sound judgment. There are many problems today that parallel
those of a hundred years ago. The country then was recovering
from the depression brought on by the Napoleonic wars. Adams
sponsored a public-works program to stimulate recovery. This was
opposed by Andrew Jackson, who advocated lower taxation and the
payment of the public debt. Hayne advocated tariff reduction to
help southern agriculture, and Webster advocated protection for

northern industry. The men of that period took time to think .

their problems through. When the strain would get too heavy for
Mr. Webster he went trout fishing., I mnever go from the House
side of the Capitol to the other without pausing for a moment of
inspiration before the striking statue of Webster. His old fishing
guide tells us that once in the middle of a fine trout stream Web-
ster suddenly stopped and advancing his right foot exclaimed:
“Venerable men, you have come down to us from a former genera-
tion.” That was the keynote of his Bunker Hill speech. And the
old guide added: “Mr. Webster used to do some mighty tall talking
to them fish."”

And when we adults go to the out-of-doors to find the clearer
thinking of peace and calmness, let us take our sons with us. It
is a reproach to our social system that 75 percent of the inmates
of our penitentiaries are under 24 years of age. Judge Claude
Grayson, of Alabama, says: “Teach the boy to hunt and fish and
he will be on the jury and not before it.”

We have the natural resources if we will conserve and properly
use them. One day last spring I sat at luncheon beside Prof.
Julian Huxley, grandson of the great scientist, and now curator
of the London Zoological Garden, who fold me that the natural
resources of the United States and the opportunities of the gen-
eral public to enjoy them were quite astounding. He then pro-
ceeded to tell me of his interest in a bill that had been pending
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before the British Parliament for some years, known as “the right
of mountain view.” That is a measure being sponsored primarily
by the working people of the industrial city of Manchester to permit
them to visit a mountain range about 25 miles away and enjoy
the scenery. They don't ask the right to hunt, to fish, to break
shrubs, and to pull up flowers by the roots but merely to walk in
the mountains to fill their lungs with pure ozone, to get away
from the noise and dust of a city, and enjoy the peace and quiet
of a mountain top, all of which is now denied them by British

trespass laws.
And as Professor Huxley was telling me of that condition in Eng-

land, I thought of our twenty-odd great national parks, all open to
the public, of our 165,000,000 acres of national forests where the
public cannot only enjoy the right of mountain view but the right
of hunting and fishing on a parity with any king or noble; and Ialso
thought of the 170,000,000 additional acres of the public domain
likewise open to the public without restrictions and on which the
public can even graze great herds.

Let us revise our conception of the more abundant life, It is not
determined by stock-exchange quotations or commodity indexes,
but rather by our opportunities for the pursuit of happiness. Those
opportunities lie at hand if we will only embrace them.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION EILL

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr, Speaker, I move that the
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the
bill (H. R. 10630) making appropriations for the Department
of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1937, and
for other purposes, and pending that, I ask unanimous con-
sent that general debate be concluded today.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Colorado?

There was no objection.

The motion of Mr. Tavror of Colorado was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr,
DovcHTON in the chair,

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the
bill of which the Clerk will report the title.

The Clerk read the title.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 min-
utes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, Fabpis].

Mr, FADDIS. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the remarks
made by the gentleman from New York [Mr, SnELL], re-
garding recent occurrences at the Eleventh Women’s Patri-
otic Conference on National Defense now being held at the
Mayflower Hotel, I wish to present the Members of the House
with some of the true facts regarding the incident which
has led up to the occurrence to which the gentleman from
New York has objected.

This convention is composed of delegates from various
patriotic organizations in the United States. Women came
here as delegates from various patriotic organizations to
attend the meeting for national defense.

Upon the opening night, last Monday, while the national
commander of the American Legion, Ray Murphy, was ad-
dressing these members on the subject of national defense,
a subject which was absolutely germane to the purposes of
the convention, what was the astonishment of the entire
audience to hear the chairman of that convention break into
the midst of the address of Commander Murphy, and what
was his astonishment and embarrassment at her abrupt
closing of his speech in order that they might give the radio
to be used for a political speech by Bainbridge Colby, the
like of which I have never before listened to.

The matter of national defense of this Nation is something
which we hold and hope we will always hold to be absolutely
nonpartisan. If we are to have a national defense, it must
be based upon the basic principles of national defense, and
the first and foremost of those principles is that the Com-
mander in Chief shall receive, at least while acting in that
capacity, all of the respect due him. Under our present sys-
tem of national defense the President of the United States,
who happens at this time fo be Franklin D. Roosevelt, is
the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy of the United
States, and certainly no man or no woman would prefend
to concede that it is at all proper to inject into a national
defense conference such a controversial address as was made
by the Honorable Bainbridge Colby, which consisted of ex-
coriation and abuse of the Commander in Chief.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

JANUARY 29

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, FADDIS. Yes.

Mr. LUCAS. Does the gentleman know that the bylaws of
these various patriotic societies specifically state that they
are nonpolitical?

Mr. FADDIS. Exactly; and they should have been en-
forced.

Mr. LUCAS. And does the gentleman further know that
Mr. Colby agreed in advance before he made this speech that
it would not be a political speech?

Mr. FADDIS. I do not know that, but after listening to
Mr, Colby that night I would not doubt that he would give
his word to anything of that kind in order to get the oppor-
tunity to deliver such an address.

Mr. LUCAS. And does the gentleman further know that
scores of both Democrats and Republicans walked out of that
meeting because he was making a political speech, in viola-
tion of his word and in violation of the rules and bylaws of
the society?

Mr. FADDIS. I do know that scores of them walked out,
because I was present myself at the meeting.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FADDIS. Yes,

Mr. RICH. I understand that Mr. Colby is a Democrat.

Mr. FADDIS. I have never so understood. By birth,
breeding, and education, and every other consideration, Mr,
Colby is a member of the Liberty League and inherited that
position. He is not a man who had to be moved uptown
and educated in order to be allowed to associate with the
Du Ponts, attend their parties, and address them at their
dinners.

Mr. RICH. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield
further?

Mr. FADDIS. No.

Bllhr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. FADDIS. Yes.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Of course, constant repetition of a
thing does not prove it. I never knew any activity that
Bainbridge Colby ever engaged in in any regular, real Demo-
cratic movement in the United States. The only claim to
being a Democrat that he has is that he served under a
Democratic President, but no one ever saw him active in any
Democratic organization or any Democratic council.

Mr., FADDIS. I believe the gentleman is right, and I
would like to further state that having been intensely in-
terested in the matter of national defense for a great many
years, I have never known of any of his activities in con-
nection with national defense and I wonder just how and
why he was included among the list of speakers at this
convention.

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FADDIS. Yes.

Mr. HAMLIN. Perhaps the gentleman does not realize
that a year ago last fall Mr. Bainbridge Colby came into the
State of Maine and campaigned against us Democrats there
Sstlﬁ 1gust about such political speeches as he made the other

Mr. FADDIS. Well, he was campaigning against every
Democrat in Congress down here the other night at this
function. That was his reason for being there.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr, FADDIS. Yes.

Mr. WADSWORTH. In asking this question I am not
endeavoring to throw in a discordant note, but coming down
to a common-sense view of the incident, let us assume, from
the standpoint of the gentleman who now has the floor and
from the standpoint of others, that Mr. Colby made an offen-
sive political address. Even so, does the gentleman believe
that those good women should have been humiliated by a
public rebuke of that kind?

Mr. FADDIS. They certainly should have been, because
it was entirely in discord—since the gentleman mentions
notes—with any of the purposes of the convention. Those
ladies had asked people there to listen to a man get up on the
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platform and revile and abuse the President of the United
States or Members of Congress. Some of them, at least, must
have been in on the secret of the reason for his appearance.
That is proven by the length to which the chairman went fo
break in on the commander's speech to get Mr. Colby on the
air. They had assembled there to take into consideration
some of the problems in connection with the defense of this
Nation. They had not assembled there for political purposes
and the rules and bylaws of their convention forbid anything
of that kind being injected into it, Not only do the rules and
bylaws of their convention forbid anything of that kind but
the rules of good usage and gentlemanly conduct all over the
world forbid such a thing.

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. FADDIS. Yes.

Mr. FITZPATRICE. After Mr. Colby started to make his
political speech, did the ladies attempt to stop it?

Mr. FADDIS. No. That is a course of action which I am
sorry to say was not carried out. They accorded him a great
deal more courtesy than he accorded them.

Mr. FITZPATRICK. If they were a nonpartisan organiza-
tion they should not have permitted a speech of that kind.

Mr. FADDIS. That is true; and if it had been an organi-
zation of men, no doubt someone would have raised the
point of order against the speech.

Mr. CULKIN. And will the eloguent gentleman please
distinguish between the President of the United States spend-
ing 4 weeks on the $4,000,000 palatial yacht of Vincent Astor
and Al Smith spending an hour in addressing the Liberty
League, including the Du Ponts? Will the gentleman dis-
tinguish between the two?

Mr. FADDIS. I thank the gentleman for referring to me
as eloquent.

Mr. CULKIN. The gentleman is eloquent.

Mr. FADDIS. But I think the question the gentleman is
asking is not germane to the discussion and is not relevant.
[Laughter.]

Now, Mr. Chairman, whatever may or may not be the re-
sult of this occurrence, I would just like to call attention to
the fact that there is an entirely different gathering in
Washington today—a gathering of men who were not in-
vited to the Du Pont's party; a gathering of men who would
not have been even allowed to peek in the door at the fioor
show after the dinner was over. This is a gathering of men
who have received more favorable consideration from the
program to which the Bourbons of the United States object
than they ever received before from any preceding adminis-
tration. I refer to the United Mine Workers of America.
They have gone on record as endorsing the New Deal. They
are men who are receiving the benefit of just exactly what
Hon. Bainbridge Colby is objecting to, and they appreciate
it. [Applause.]

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Fapprs] has expired.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 min-
utes to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LupLowl.

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Chairman, there are times when the
tongue cannot speak the language of the heart, and that is
the fix I am in today when I rise to pay my feeble but sin-
cere tribute to a comrade of the fourth estate whom we laid
to rest at Arlington Cemetery today. My faltering tongue
cannot begin to describe the grief that presses and strains
this day against the hearts of all who were privileged to
know Carl D. Ruth, late correspondent of the Toledo Blade
and other newspapers, whose earthly career ended with
shocking suddenness last Saturday.

He was a prince among men. As fellow newspaper cor-
respondents we had offices together for years, our association
terminating when I entered Congress, and as I think of him
from this intimate retrospect, he exemplified to my mind all
that is meant by the meaningful term “good citizen.” In
his newspaper work he was the soul of rectitude and honor.
As a fellow being he was indescribably kind and sympathetic
and true.
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When I was president of the National Press Club I ap-
pointed him chairman of our fellowship committee, and he
held that position so long it seemed to become his vested in-
terest in our splendid institution of newspapermen. That is
the committee that alleviates distress among our fellows,
extends the balm of consolation to the grief-stricken, and in
various other ways, to meet varying situations, applies the
helping hand. In that position Carl Ruth served so de-
votedly, with such unremitting zeal, and with such effective-
ness that he enshrined himself in the innermost affections
of the members of our club and their families. It was just
the role he wanted and he filled it to perfection. More capa-
ble, perhaps, than any of us to shine in positions of high
distinction, it was characteristic of him that he shunned the
limelight and sought the humbler field of service, where heart
meets heart in sympathy and helpfulness. He was always
happiest when following in the footsteps of that greater
Man—the Man of Nazareth—who said:

For I was an hungered, and ye gave me meat; I was thirsty and
ye gave me drink; I was a stranger and ye took me in;

Naked, and ye clothed me; I was sick and ye visited me; I was in
prison and ye came unto me.

Verily, I say unto you, Inasmuch as ye have done it unto one of
the least of these, my brethren, ye have done it unto me.

News of the death of Carl Ruth, who was not thought to
be seriously ill, shot like a thunderbolt through the hearts of
thousands like myself whom he